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Senate 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable JACKY 
ROSEN, a Senator from the State of Ne-
vada. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Mighty God, in turbulent times 

throughout our history, You have an-
swered us. Answer us again. Save and 
strengthen the Ukrainian people. Lord, 
deliver them from their peril. Grant 
them the desires of their hearts, and 
make their plans succeed. May they 
shout for joy when they receive Your 
answers to their many prayers. 

Today, continue to provide our law-
makers with the wisdom to accomplish 
Your purposes on Earth. May they 
refuse to boast about their strength 
but, instead, boast about Your match-
less might. 

And, Lord, we thank You for the life 
and legacy of former Secretary of State 
Madeleine Albright. 

We pray in Your powerful Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Presiding Officer led the Pledge 
of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, March 24, 2022. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable JACKY ROSEN, a Sen-
ator from the State of Nevada, to perform 
the duties of the Chair. 

PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
President pro tempore. 

Ms. ROSEN thereupon assumed the 
Chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Morning business is closed. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

AMERICA CREATING OPPORTUNI-
TIES FOR MANUFACTURING, 
PRE-EMINENCE IN TECHNOLOGY, 
AND ECONOMIC STRENGTH ACT 
OF 2022—Resumed 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will resume consideration of 
H.R. 4521, which the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 4521) to provide for a coordi-
nated Federal research initiative to ensure 
continued United States leadership in engi-
neering biology. 

Pending: 
Schumer amendment No. 5002, in the na-

ture of a substitute. 
Schumer amendment No. 5003 (to amend-

ment No. 5002), to change the enactment 
date. 

Schumer amendment No. 5004 (to amend-
ment No. 5003), to change the enactment 
date. 

Schumer amendment No. 5005 (to the lan-
guage proposed to be stricken by amendment 
No. 5002), to change the enactment date. 

Schumer amendment No. 5006 (to amend-
ment No. 5005), to change the enactment 
date. 

Schumer motion to commit the bill to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation, with instructions to report 
back forthwith, Schumer amendment No. 
5007, to change the enactment date. 

Schumer amendment No. 5008 (to the in-
structions of the motion to commit (amend-
ment No. 5007)), to change the enactment 
date. 

Schumer amendment No. 5009 (to amend-
ment No. 5008), to change the enactment 
date. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

BUSINESS BEFORE THE SENATE 
Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, 

well, it was another busy and produc-
tive evening here on the Senate floor. 
Yesterday, we confirmed another six 
judges to important positions on the 
Federal bench and all of them, I am 
happy to say, with bipartisan support. 
We now have confirmed 56—56—judges 
under this Democratic Senate major-
ity, and I thank my colleagues for 
their patience and for keeping the pace 
moving here on the floor last night. 

There are two judges I am especially 
proud to have confirmed. First, we con-
firmed Hector Gonzalez to serve as a 
district judge for the Eastern District 
of New York. Mr. Gonzalez is a most 
deserving, most qualified, and most in-
spiring individual to serve as a judge. 
Born in Cuba, raised in Queens, he is 
the embodiment of the American 
dream. 

We also finally confirmed a judge 
who has inspired me for more than a 
decade—Ali Nathan, now confirmed as 
circuit judge for the Second Circuit. 
When I first met her, I thought, ‘‘Here 
is someone who is truly special,’’ and I 
still believe that to this day. And, to 
boot, she increases the diversity of the 
court as only the second-ever openly 
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lesbian to sit on the Second Circuit— 
open lesbian on the Second Circuit. I 
believe that is in the whole Federal ju-
diciary. We will check that. 

The Second Circuit is one of the most 
consequential courts in the entire 
country, calling for only the best of the 
best to sit on the bench, and Ali Na-
than fits the bill. 

I am glad both of these nominees 
were confirmed with bipartisan sup-
port. 

On the legislative front, the Senate is 
pressing ahead on bipartisan competi-
tion legislation to lower costs, boost 
American manufacturing, and fuel an-
other generation of American scientific 
ingenuity. 

For the information of all Senators, 
last night, I moved to file cloture on 
both the substitute amendment and 
the underlying legislation for our com-
petitiveness legislation. As I have said 
previously, our plan has been to take 
up the House-passed version of this leg-
islation and amend it with the exact 
same language the Senate approved 
last summer with bipartisan support, 
the U.S. Innovation and Competition 
Act. 

Once we pass this amended bill, it 
will go back to the House, and they 
will be able to request a conference 
committee. As convoluted as the Sen-
ate process often is, the bottom line is 
that the train is moving forward when 
it comes to this bill. 

A lot of Senators from both parties 
have worked for years to see legisla-
tion like this reach the President’s 
desk. If the United States is to thrive 
in the 21st century, we need to keep 
our competitive edge in science and in-
novation, and this bill would do just 
that. We must continue growing Amer-
ican jobs. We must continue to lower 
the price of critical technologies like 
semiconductors, and this bill would do 
just that as well. 

We have a few more steps to take be-
fore we reach a conference, but support 
of this bill is strong and bipartisan, 
and the process is moving forward. 

RUSSIA 
Madam President, on PNTR, negotia-

tions are continuing on passing bipar-
tisan legislation to strip Russia of per-
manent normal trade relations with 
the United States. This legislation is 
greatly needed and timely as President 
Biden continues meeting with Euro-
pean allies regarding Putin’s des-
picable war on Ukraine. 

The House passed PNTR by 424 to 8— 
424 to 8—and the Senate absolutely 
should pass it with equally strong bi-
partisan support. There is no justifica-
tion to delay a popular policy that 
would deal a heavy, heavy blow on 
Putin’s Russia, especially given that it 
got such strong Republican support, in-
cluding from Leader MCCARTHY in the 
House. 

Yesterday, I am happy to say, my 
team and I had a productive series of 
talks with Senators CRAPO, WYDEN, 
MANCHIN, and the White House. We 
reached an agreement with Senator 

CRAPO to move forward on PNTR as 
soon as we can, while addressing oil 
ban legislation separately. That way, 
the PNTR legislation can go right to 
the President’s desk. 

I hope the rest of my colleagues will 
get with the program quickly so we can 
send PNTR legislation to the Presi-
dent’s desk as soon as possible. We 
need a little more work, but we are 
close to passing this urgent legislation. 

NOMINATION OF KETANJI BROWN JACKSON 
Madam President, finally, on 

SCOTUS, after 3 marathon days of 
speeches and questions and answers, 
Judge Jackson’s public testimony be-
fore the Senate Judiciary Committee 
has concluded. 

After watching the judge weather 3 
long days before the Senate Judiciary 
Committee, my respect and my admi-
ration for her have never been higher. 
There is not a shred of doubt in my 
mind that she merits confirmation to 
the U.S. Supreme Court. 

Once again, a handful of Members on 
the other side—not all, just a handful— 
tried to smear the judge with mis-
leading and downright false accusa-
tions. Once again, the judge remained 
poised, thoughtful, and strong in her 
answers. 

As Senator BOOKER said yesterday, 
no amount of cynicism and nastiness 
could overshadow that Judge Jackson’s 
nomination is a cause for celebration. 
She is not only a historic nominee; she 
is one of the most qualified nominees 
to ever come before the Judiciary Com-
mittee. 

Yesterday, Chairman DURBIN an-
nounced that the Judiciary Committee 
will meet on Monday afternoon to 
begin the process of reporting Judge 
Jackson’s nomination out of com-
mittee. There is nothing in Judge 
Jackson’s record suggesting that the 
committee should have difficulty re-
porting her nomination out. Once the 
committee concludes its work, I will 
move to have her nomination come to 
the floor in short order. The Senate is 
on track to have Judge Jackson con-
firmed as Justice Jackson by the end of 
this work period. 

I commend Judge Jackson for her ex-
cellent testimony over the course of 
this week. It is not easy to endure 3 
days of testimony with the entire Na-
tion watching, but Judge Jackson has 
erased any doubt that she is brilliant, 
she is beloved, and she belongs—un-
questionably belongs—on the U.S. Su-
preme Court. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 

I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 
The Republican leader is recognized. 

NOMINATION OF KETANJI BROWN JACKSON 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 

yesterday, I said I hoped the second 
day of Judge Jackson’s responses 
would provide more clarity on some 
vital questions. Unfortunately, the 
nominee’s answers trended the other 
way. Regarding the Court as an institu-
tion, the nominee continued to reject 
the examples of Justices Ginsburg and 
Breyer. She refused to denounce par-
tisan Court packing. On judicial philos-
ophy, the judge continued to deflect ac-
tually basic questions. 

The lack of candor is especially trou-
bling since the President sent us a 
nominee with no meaningful written 
record on constitutional matters. For 
more than 8 of Judge Jackson’s 9 years 
on the Federal bench, she was a trial 
judge on the district court. As the 
nominee herself explained on Tuesday, 
that role neither requires a particular 
talent for constitutional interpretation 
nor gives judges much of a chance to 
exhibit one. She deflected a question 
about judicial philosophy by explaining 
that such questions do not often occur 
to her on the lower court. 

District court records alone shed lit-
tle light on what kind of Supreme 
Court Justice someone might be. 

Now, Judge Jackson’s current post 
on the DC Circuit is a much closer ana-
log. The problem is, she has held that 
position for less than a year and has 
only published two opinions. Justice 
Gorsuch had authored 212 circuit court 
opinions before he was nominated to 
the Supreme Court. Justice Kavanaugh 
had written 306. Senators had an unbe-
lievable wealth of writings to examine. 
As to Justice Barrett, in just 3 years on 
the Seventh Circuit, she had already 
written 91 appellate opinions, not to 
mention her many academic writings 
on constitutional law. Judge Jackson 
has written a total of two circuit court 
opinions—just two. 

The only real body of evidence before 
the Senate is her record as a trial 
judge. Like I mentioned, those rulings 
communicate very little about the 
judge’s approach to big-picture ques-
tions of interpretation. But to make 
matters worse, Judge Jackson declined 
to answer basic questions about those 
rulings. Senators asked about clear 
patterns in the judge’s criminal sen-
tencing decisions. The nominee de-
flected by saying every case is unique. 
So Senators tried to examine one case 
at a time. Then the nominee said she 
couldn’t recall details. So Senators 
tried to supply the details. Then the 
nominee stonewalled and said no one 
case can fully capture a judge’s record. 

This made up an endless circle of eva-
sion. Judge Jackson wouldn’t address 
broad patterns in her rulings because 
she said it was unfair—unfair—for Sen-
ators to zoom out, and she wouldn’t 
discuss specific cases because she said 
it was unfair for Senators to zoom in. 

Since the only real body of evidence 
before the Senate is Judge Jackson’s 
trial records, Senators asked why she 
consistently opposed weak sentences 
for certain crimes. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:48 Mar 25, 2022 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G24MR6.002 S24MRPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S1759 March 24, 2022 
The nominee then ducked the ques-

tion over and over. She blamed Con-
gress for giving her that discretion in 
the first place. Both the nominee and 
then Chairman DURBIN kept repeating 
that if Senators wanted to guarantee 
harsher penalties, we could mandate 
them. 

That is true, but it is a non sequitur. 
Senators wanted to know why Judge 

Jackson used the discretion she actu-
ally did have in the specific ways she 
chose to use it. The Senators were try-
ing to understand what this nominee 
does with discretion when she has it. 

But, again, the nominee would not 
answer. She kept blaming the mere ex-
istence of her discretion for her deci-
sions to go soft on criminals, when she 
could have just as easily used that dis-
cretion to be tough. We basically had a 
nominee saying that: If Senators want 
me to be tough on crime, you will have 
to change the laws to force me—force 
me—to do it. 

In several egregious instances, from 
child exploitation to fentanyl traf-
ficking, the nominee used especially 
unusual and creative legal moves that 
stretched the bounds of the judicial 
role. In the nominee’s own words, she 
simply has a ‘‘policy disagreement’’ 
with parts of the sentencing law. 

Evidently, the judge’s personal policy 
views change how she applies the law. 

Finally, I understand some Demo-
cratic Senators held a press conference 
yesterday to complain that Repub-
licans’ questions were too tough. 

Of course, nobody could have less 
credibility to police the fine details of 
confirmation hearings than our Demo-
cratic colleagues on the Judiciary 
Committee. The last 48 hours were a 
dry and friendly legal seminar com-
pared to the circus that Democrats in-
flicted on the country just a few years 
back. 

The American people know it is not 
asking too much to ask a Federal judge 
legal questions about her record. I just 
wish the Senate had gotten more an-
swers. 

UKRAINE 
Madam President, now on a different 

matter, today, President Biden is over-
seas meeting with America’s closest 
European allies as Vladimir Putin’s 
war in Ukraine enters its second 
month. 

He is engaging with a Europe that 
has been profoundly changed. NATO al-
lies have watched a neighbor invaded 
by an aggressive Russia. Some, like 
Germany, are ending 30 years—30 
years—of post-Cold War neglect for 
military modernization and energy se-
curity. 

I am glad that, as I urged last week, 
the President’s itinerary will include 
not just Western Europe, but also Po-
land. His presence on the eastern flank 
will send an important message. Of 
course, the most concrete way to sup-
port Ukraine is with greater commit-
ments of lethal aid. Ukrainian forces 
can win this fight. 

Let me say that again. Ukrainian 
forces can win this fight. But they need 

more weapons, more ammunition, more 
fuel, and they need it all as fast as pos-
sible. 

The allies and partners who are help-
ing equip Ukraine also need replen-
ishing their own arsenals. But the fight 
has highlighted shortcomings in both 
our current stockpiles of critical weap-
ons and munitions and our industrial 
capacity to produce more quickly. 

As other NATO members wake up to 
the importance of long-term invest-
ments in defense, America should lead 
by example. We have to meet the mili-
tary requirements that come from 
being a superpower facing growing 
threats to our global interests: sus-
tained increases in defense spending, 
deeper inventories of critical weapons 
systems and munitions, less redtape, 
work with industry to make our devel-
opment and production systems more 
nimble. 

This will not only help us meet the 
growing requirements of our military 
but also ensure we can be a reliable 
supplier of weapons and munitions to 
our allies and our partners. 

As the Washington Post reported just 
yesterday, recent events have caught 
our defense industrial base napping. 

Here is the quote from the Post: 
[W]eapons manufacturers weren’t geared 

up to make antitank and antiaircraft arms 
at a wartime pace. While the United States 
had 13,000 Stingers in its stockpile before the 
invasion, there were no plans to produce 
more en masse . . . Militaries in Europe that 
have given their Stingers and antitank mis-
siles to Ukraine now want to refill depleted 
stocks, creating competition for new units 
rolling off the assembly line. 

So President Biden already has real 
power to address this himself. The De-
fense Production Act was created dur-
ing a period of tense competition with 
Russia to bolster production of critical 
military supplies. The exact cir-
cumstance we are in right now. 

Ironically, the far left has demanded 
the President invoke the Defense Pro-
duction Act for everything but—every-
thing but—its central purpose. They 
don’t want to use the Defense Produc-
tion Act to bolster defenses, but, rath-
er, to force taxpayer money into re-
newable energy schemes that are not 
ready for prime time. Democrats 
should be using the Defense Production 
Act to literally produce more defenses, 
but they want, instead, to use it to spin 
up some more Solyndras. 

Of course, the real solution for global 
energy concerns is not throwing money 
into finicky technologies that them-
selves rely on Russian and Chinese sup-
ply chains. It is to unshackle U.S. en-
ergy producers. We can help meet Eu-
rope’s needs by increasing American 
crude and LNG exports, but our Euro-
pean friends will have to make nec-
essary sacrifices to wean themselves 
off of reliance on Russia. 

Putin’s war of aggression reminds us 
the so-called international order is not 
self-enforcing. The relative Pax Ameri-
cana that has lasted for the better part 
of a century does not—not—sustain 
itself automatically. American leader-
ship remains in very high demand. 

Putin’s unprovoked war has further 
discredited the small pockets in both 
of our political parties who want Amer-
ica to pull back from the world stage, 
who excuse the behavior of tyrants, 
who think it would be prudent and sen-
sible to cede vast spheres of influence 
to Russia and China. There is nothing 
remotely prudent or sensible about 
handing over entire regions of the 
world to these thugs. 

The national security interests of the 
United States have never stopped at 
our own borders, and they certainly do 
not today. We are a superpower with 
worldwide interests requiring a world-
wide presence and a worldwide network 
of allies and partners. American power 
will not preserve itself. American secu-
rity will not protect itself. American 
interests will not uphold themselves. 
And America’s partners will not lead 
themselves. 

This awesome responsibility falls on 
the shoulders of the President of the 
United States, the leader of the free 
world. President Biden has an oppor-
tunity as soon as he returns from Eu-
rope to begin charting the right course 
for America and the West. 

On Monday, his administration will 
submit his budget request for the next 
fiscal year. We will see if the President 
finally commits to investing in a fu-
ture of strong American leadership. 

Our global challenges are not par-
tisan issues; they are American issues. 
I sincerely hope that the Commander 
in Chief of our Armed Forces submits a 
defense budget request that reflects 
this reality. 

The world is dangerous and getting 
smaller. America must not shrink from 
the challenge, but rise and meet it. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

BORDER SECURITY 
Mr. THUNE. Madam President, the 

Biden border crisis continues. 
In February, U.S. Customs and Bor-

der Protection encountered 164,973 indi-
viduals attempting to cross our south-
ern border illegally—a 63-percent in-
crease from a year ago and the highest 
February number in more than 20 
years. Border encounters in February 
over the past decade or so have gen-
erally been low, with numbers far 
under 100,000—but not since President 
Biden was inaugurated. Almost from 
the day the President took office, our 
Nation has been experiencing an un-
precedented border surge. 

In fiscal year 2021, the Border Patrol 
encountered more than 1.7 million indi-
viduals attempting to cross our south-
ern border—the highest number ever 
recorded. We have had 12 straight 
months of border encounters in excess 
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of 150,000. And these numbers only re-
flect individuals the Border Patrol has 
succeeded in apprehending. There is no 
question that many other illegal immi-
grants have crossed the border in the 
past year without being apprehended 
and have disappeared into the United 
States. 

The situation at our southern border 
is out of control—it is a security crisis, 
it is a humanitarian crisis, and it is an 
enforcement crisis. Our Border Patrol 
officers have done heroic work this 
past year, but they are stretched in-
credibly thin and are having to spend 
too much time caring for migrants and 
not enough time patrolling the border. 

This sharply increases the risk that 
dangerous individuals—from terrorists 
to drug smugglers to human traf-
fickers—will slip across our southern 
border and into the country unnoticed. 

And apart from the serious security 
concerns that go along with not know-
ing who is entering our country, allow-
ing this border crisis to continue also 
presents serious humanitarian con-
cerns. There is nothing compassionate 
about encouraging individuals to un-
dertake the dangerous journey to our 
southern border, to run the risk of ex-
ploitation and disease and exposure. 
Unfortunately, neither humanitarian 
nor security concerns have moved 
President Biden to meaningfully ad-
dress this border crisis. 

Every month, we see massive num-
bers of individuals attempting to cross 
our southern border, and every month, 
the White House just doesn’t seem to 
care. The President travels regularly, 
including regular weekends away from 
the White House, but he can’t seem to 
bring himself to visit the border and 
see the situation firsthand. 

It is a disturbing abdication of re-
sponsibility from the man charged with 
defending our Nation’s security. And 
let’s remember, the President isn’t just 
ignoring this border crisis; he is partly, 
if not largely, responsible for it. Imme-
diately upon taking office, the Presi-
dent took steps that weakened our Na-
tion’s border security. 

On his first day in office—very first 
day in office—President Biden re-
scinded the declaration of a national 
emergency at our southern border. He 
halted construction of the border wall. 
And he revoked a Trump administra-
tion order that called for the govern-
ment to faithfully execute our immi-
gration laws—all on the first day. 

And the President’s Department of 
Homeland Security also issued guide-
lines that same day pausing deporta-
tions except under certain conditions. 

The effect of all this was to declare 
to the world that the United States 
borders were effectively open. And Bor-
der Patrol numbers ticked up accord-
ingly, not surprisingly. 

And the President’s anti-border secu-
rity efforts didn’t end there. The Presi-
dent has significantly limited the abil-
ity of Immigration and Customs En-
forcement and Customs and Border 
Protection to enforce immigration 

laws. Deportations dropped precipi-
tously during fiscal year 2021, as did ar-
rests in the interior of the country. 
And earlier this week, the administra-
tion rescinded a 2019 rule expanding ex-
pedited removal for individuals here il-
legally. 

The administration is also, report-
edly, expected to end its title 42 
COVID–19 restrictions, which have pro-
vided for the immediate deportation of 
those who have crossed the border ille-
gally. The result is almost guaranteed 
to be an even larger surge at our south-
ern border, taking the situation from 
disaster to utter catastrophe. 

One media outlet reports that ‘‘De-
partment of Homeland Security intel-
ligence estimates that perhaps 25,000 
migrants already are waiting in Mexi-
can shelters just south of the border 
for Title 42 to end.’’ 

And there is no sign—no sign—that 
the administration has any substantive 
plan for how to deal with the resulting 
surge or how to deal with the enhanced 
criminal activity from drug smuggling 
to human trafficking that would likely 
accompany this influx. 

I get that President Biden would pre-
fer to pretend that this crisis at our 
southern border does not exist, but it 
does exist, and as President, he has the 
responsibility to address it. He needs to 
get serious about fulfilling that duty 
for the sake of our Nation’s security 
and for the sake of all those who are 
being encouraged by his lax immigra-
tion policies to undertake the dan-
gerous journey to our southern border. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WAR-

NER). The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Ms. ROSEN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to resume 
consideration of the Luger nomination, 
which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Andrew M. Luger, of Min-
nesota, to be United States Attorney 
for the District of Minnesota for the 
term of four years. 

VOTE ON LUGER NOMINATION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the Luger nomination? 

Ms. ROSEN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
CASEY), the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN), and the Senator 
from New Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) 
are necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. CASSIDY). 

The result was announced—yeas 60, 
nays 36, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 107 Ex.] 
YEAS—60 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Ernst 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Portman 

Reed 
Romney 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—36 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 

Fischer 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 

Moran 
Paul 
Risch 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Thune 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—4 

Casey 
Cassidy 

Manchin 
Shaheen 

The nomination was confirmed. 
(Mr. WARNOCK assumed the Chair.) 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

SCHATZ). Under the previous order, the 
motion to reconsider is considered 
made and laid upon the table, and the 
President will be immediately notified 
of the Senate’s action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will now resume legislative session. 

The Senator from Kansas. 
UKRAINE 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I have 
lent my voice with my colleagues here 
in the U.S. Senate many times, here on 
the Senate floor, and elsewhere back 
home in Kansas in condemnation of 
Vladimir Putin’s attack, invasion, the 
death and destruction that his ac-
tions—his sole actions—have taken on 
the people of Ukraine. But those ac-
tions have consequences broader than 
just within the borders of the inde-
pendent country of Ukraine. I want 
today to bring awareness to a pressing 
consequence coming out of this inva-
sion, and that is hunger. 

A month ago, Russia, the world’s 
largest supplier of wheat, invaded 
Ukraine. Ukraine is the fifth largest 
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